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given. If the 'shuktiy were to be the 'alambana' the appre-
hension cannot have the form of silver

Object ion ; We need not have the form of appre-
hension and the ^alambana' always. The ^alambana5 is
that object with reference to which the apprehension is eng-
aged ('prayukta'). Since 'shuktF is not the object with refe-
rence to which there is the 'pravritti' (activity) of the appre-
hension. We are not able to apprehend it even though it
has its own 'svarupavabhasa' (appearence of its own form).
The apprehension is 'rajata vyavahara yogya^ (appropriate
to silver) and hence the silver is apprehended. Why cannot
silver be the "alambana" ?

Reply s Take the cognitions of a tiger and a snake

which make us catch hold of a stick. But the stick is not
the 'alambana9 for our cognitions. Qne who is in need of a
substance takes it up ; and since its qualities do not exist
apart form it, theso qualities too are involved in the act.
Similarly one who takes up a quality is involved also with
the substance. In such cases we have to say that of the sub-
stance and its qualities, one is the 'alambana' for the know-
ledge of the other. And this is absurd. Hence c shukti' can
not be'alambana9 for this cognition. The ^ knowledge of
one object can not appear as the form of another. The ob-
ject apprehended must have its basis in itself and not in
something else.

The third view states that an object appears as having
the nature of another object. "If the shukti appears as
having the nature of silver", asks Padmapada, "is this app-
earance real or no for the shukti ? If it is a real appearance,